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Dear Mr.

This is in response to your letters of April 2
1988. We regret that current workloads have Dp:
earlier response to your inquiry.

Your letters state that you understand that & county mayv issue
a supplemental assessment on the real property of a cecedent
without regard to the limitation periods for fiiinc claims with
the probate court. You also state that the assessnent car. be
collected from the heirs if the estate has been settled and
final distribution made. You ask that if these s;ate ents are
correct then what is the statute of limitation's pericd for

billing the supplemental assessment?

Ry way of background, the provisions for supplemental
assessments are found at section 75, and following, 0f tre
Revenue and Taxation Code (all section references herein zr
the Revenue and Taxation Code). Section 75.10 provides, in
part, that whenever a change in ownership occurs the assessor
shall appraise the property changing ownershio at its full ca
value on the date the change in ownership cccurs. The va_ue
determined shall be its new base year value. Section 75.21
provides that when the assessor has determined a new base year
value pursuant to section 75.10 the assessor shall send =z

2 to

notice to the assessee showing the new base year value arc
various other items of information including the procedure Ior
filing claims for exemption and the assessee's right to zppeal

the supplemental assessment. Section 75.41 provides for
computation of the tax by the county auditor. Section 75.51
provides for mailing of the supplemental tax bills to the
assessee and section 75.54 provides that the taxes become a
lien against the real property on the date of the change in
ownership. As you can see, all of these provisions are found
in the Revenue and Taxation Code and they operate independently
of the probate proceedings. These provisions place no time
limits on the assessor and other county officials to determine
the new base year value pursuant to section 75.10, issue a

notice to assessee pursuant to section 75.31, or compute the
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‘establish its new base year value for supplemental assessment

tax and issué the tax bills pursuant to -sections 75.41 -a
75.51. Thus, there are no time limits within which: the’
muist complete these procedures.

ith respect to oncedent s estates, Droperty Tax Rule 462(n)(3)
(Ti le 18 of the California Administrative Code) prov1des ‘that * %
the cdate of change in ownership for a transfer of real property . i
resulting from an inheritance (by will or intestate success;on) )
occurs at the *a:e of cdeath of the decedent. (See also
Czlifornia Acadenv of Sciences v. County of Fresno (1987) 192
Cal.App.3¢ 1436.) Thus, there is a change in ownership of the
ﬁecedent's rezl property on the date of his or her death and -
he s"nnleme...a1 zssessment provisions discussed above. requlre
tha* the assesscr zappraise the property as of that date to

curposes. Generzlly speaking, the assessor has no way of ’ N

1
s tvpe of change in ownership unless he or she

rnowing about thi

is notified ¢f iz. For that reason, section 480(b) requlres
“hat the administraztor or the executor file a change in
cwrnership statement in each county where the decedent owned
oroverty. This stztement is required to be filed at the time
“ne inventory anl appraisement is filed with the probate .
court. Unfortunazely, this notice requirement is not alwavs -
ohserved. Deizvs in the issuance of supplemental assessments
can often he trzceé to the failure of the administrator or
executcr to folleow the requirements of section 480(b). If- ycu
nave received 2 gsuprplemental assessment which you feel was
avcessivelv celsves, vou mav wish to check into whether a
=imely change i~ cwnership statement was filed.

I rore the above Information is responsive to your guestion.
Lzain, nleazse aazeprt our apolocies for the delay in this
response,
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